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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

APR 11 2012 

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF: 

CERTIFIED MAIL 7009 1680 0000 7635 8576 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

3640 Honeysuckle Road 
Coulterville, Illinois 6223 7 

Dear 

WC-151 

On November 9, 2011, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducted an inspection of your 
facility, - ork Farm in Coulterville, Illinois. The purpose of the inspection was to 
detennine whether your facility is in compliance with the Clean Water Act (CW A) and its 
implementing regulations under 40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Part 122 applicable to 
Large Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs). The report generated from that 
inspection is attached. 

The CWA provides that no point source may discharge pollutants to waters of the United States 
without a permit. Section 301(a) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 131l(a). The regulations under 
40 C.F.R. Part 122 govern the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) under 
the CW A and the duty to apply for NPDES permits for point sources that discharge pollutants to 
waters ofthe United States. 40 C.F.R. Part 122 provides that "Large CAFOs" are "point 
sources" under the CW A, including those CAFOs that stable or confme more than 2,500 swine 
each weighing 55 pounds or more or 10,000 swine each weighing less than 55 pounds. See 40 
C.F .R. §§ 122.21 (a) and 122.23 . Your facility constitutes a "Large CAFO" under 
40 C.F .R. Part 122. If a Large CAFO discharges pollutants (e.g. , manure, litter, or process 
wastewater) into the waters of the United States, it must apply for a NPDES permit under 
40 C.F.R. Part 122, and is subject to the applicable Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for CAFOs under 40 C.F.R. Part 412. 
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As noted in the inspection report, the following are potential violations which require attention: 

EPA observed during the inspection that the hose used to pump manure from the 
solids settling basin has leaked manure onto the ground. Sampling conducted 
during the inspection indicates that pollutants have been discharged into the 
unnamed tributary that runs through the facility. The unnamed tributary is a water 
of the United States, and thus any discharge of pollutants into the tributary 
without a permit violates Section 30l(a) of the CW A. 

The exterior manure pit south of the Wisconsin Building was full and was in need 
of emptying. Such condition can lead to overflow during precipitation events that 
could result in a discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States without a 
permit in violation of Section 30l(a) of the CW A. 

There were no depth markers located in the manure storage ponds. Under 
40 C.F .R. Part 412, Large CAFOs that discharge into waters of the United States 
must have installed for all open surface liquid impoundments a depth marker that 
clearly indicates the minimum capacity necessary to contain the runoff and direct 
precipitation of a 25-year, 24-hour rainfall event. 

EPA found during the inspection that your facility does not have a Nutrient 
Management Plan. The lack of a Nutrient Management Plan or equivalent 
records showing compliance with the requirements of the agricultural storm water 
discharge exemption makes any run-off from land application fields subject to 
NPDES violations. With respect to land applications, the discharge of manure, 
litter, or process wastewater to waters of the United States from a CAFO as the 
result ofthe application of that manure, litter, or process wastewater by the CAFO 
to land areas under its control is a discharge from that CAFO subject to NPDES 
permit requirements, except where it qualifies as an "agricultural storm water 
discharge." See 40 C.F.R. § 122.23(e). For unpermitted Large CAFOs, a 
precipitation-related discharge of manure, litter, or process wastewater from land 
areas under the control of a CAFO shall be considered an agricultural storm water 
discharge only where the manure, litter, or process wastewater has been land 
applied in accordance with site-specific nutrient management practices that ensure 
appropriate agricultural utilization of the nutrients in the manure, litter, or process 
wastewater. Such nutrient management practices are specified under 
40 C.F.R. § l22.42(e), including, among other things, implementation of a 
Nutrient Management Plan. 
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Please provide an explanation of how you plan to or already have remedied the above items 
within 45 days from the date of receipt of this letter. Please submit a detailed explanation to: 

Water Enforcerp.ent & Compliance Assurance Branch (WC-151) 
U.S. EPA Region 5 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590 
Attention: Ben Atkinson, Agronomist 

Failure to remedy these potential violations may subject- Pork Farm to enforcement 
action pursuant to Section 309 of the CW A. 

If you have any questions, please contact Ben Atkinson at (312) 353-8243 as soon as possible. 

cc: Bruce Yurdin, IEPA 
Bruce Rhodely, IEP A 
Brian Rhodely, IEPA 

Sincerely, 

T G. Hyde 
ctor, Water Division 
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CWA COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT 
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, REGION 5 

Purpose: Compliance Evaluation Sampling Inspection 

Facility: -Pork Farm 
3640 Honeysuckle Road 
Coulterville, Illinois 62237 

NPDES Permit Number: None 

Date oflnspection: November 9, 2011 

EPA Representatives: Felicia Chase, Environmental Scientist 
Ben Atkinson, Agronomist 

312-886-0240 
312-353-8246 

State Representatives: Bruce Rhodely, Agricultural Engineer 618-993-7200 
Brian Rhodely, Env. Protection Engineer 618-993-7200 

Facility Representatives: Owner 

Report Prepared by: Ben Atkinson, Agronomist 
atkinson.ben@epa. gov 

Report Date: April 9, 2011 

618-559-0559 

~~~ /r// 
Inspector Signature,_{'· .··~~T~~{;:·:.<!:·!:!<'"h"',b...· ~t£f~/ ____i(tri~/~· ~~~·;···~···;· ~:::~===------
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BACKGROUND 

The purpose of this report is to describe, evaluate, and document the- Pork Farm's 
compliance with the Clean Water Act (CW A) at its Coulterville, Illinois facility on November 9, 
2011. 

-Pork Farm is a sole proprietorship swine operation in Washington County, Illinois. On 
November 9, 2011, the facility had approximately 2,200 swine weighing less than 55 pounds and 
4,560 swine weighing greater than 55 The capacity of the facility is 7,500 swine. All the 
animals are confined in barns. stated that in 1983 the facility had its lowest 
munber of swine, 400, that were ever at the facility. The- Pork Farm reached 
its maximum number of swine confined at the facility in the sunnner of 2011, reaching 7,500. 
The facility is considered a Large Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO) based on the 
Federal Regulations that categorize swine operation on the number of hogs maintained. The 
threshold to be considered a large CAFO is 2,500 swine weighing more than 55 pounds. There 
is currently no National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit allowing 
discharges from the site and the facility has never applied for one. 

Th~ Pork Farm facility is comprised of nine livestock barns. Seven of the barns were 
in use at the time of the inspection. One livestock barn was not in use at the time of the 
inspection, and one is no longer usable due to damage from a storm. Additionally, there is a two­
stage manure storage pond system as well as various storage and machine barns. An intermittent 
urmamed tributary runs immediately between the buildings and the facility's two-stage manure 
storage ponds. Storm water flows to this intermittent unnamed tributary. The intermittent 
urmamed tributary is 3.2 miles long and it flows to the South Fork of Mud Creek. 1. 7 miles 
downstream, the South Fork of Mud Creek flows into Mud Creek. 22.8 miles further 
downstream, Mud Creek flows into the Kaskaskia River. The Kaskaskia River is a navigable 
waterway and flows into the Mississippi River approximately 34.4 miles downstream. The 
South Fork of Mud Creek has been assessed for water quality, but is not on the impaired list. 
Mud Creek has been assessed for water quality and has been found to be impaired for dissolved 
oxygen, manganese, total phosphorus, and sedimentation/siltation. 

SITE INSPECTION 

The United States Environn1ental Protection Agency (EPA) along with the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency (IEP A) arrived at the- Pork Farm at approximately 
9:20A.M. The temperature was 4rF. EPA donned disposable boots then met 
with and presented credentials at the residence located at the northern end 
of the~ Pork Farm. ran the 
farm and returned into his home to arri at 9:40 
A.M. Upon arrival, EPA again presented credentials and explained the purpose 
of the ins11ection. 

EPA performed a records review in the machine shed ofth~  Pork Fann. The­
Pork Farm had neither a Nutrient Management Plan (NMP) nor any land application records. 

is a Certified Livestock Manager. His Certified Livestock Manager Certificate is 
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FOIA Exemption (b) (6)current and is set to expire on March 8, 2013. does conduct routine visual 
inspections, but no records are kept. Mortalities are managed using motiality bins provided by a 
rendering service, Darling International Inc. All mortalities are documented and recorded. 
Water for the operation is provided by a pond that was created by th~ Pork Farm. 
Water is supplied to the swine by means of nipple waterers and any spilled water is processed 
with the manure. Feed is contained in bulk grain bins. 

stated that the farm was aware of the problems associated with land application, 
specifically the possibility for over accumulation of phosphorus. He had soil tests completed for 
their land fields. The dates of the soil tests range from March 1, 2004- October 25, 
2011. also stated that they had recently purchased semi-tankers fitted with flow 
gages so as to to haul their manure further and track application volumes. The farm has a 
two-stage manure storage pond that was constructed in 1989. The smaller eastem portion of the 
manure storage pond (Stage 1) has a designed .75 million gallon capacity. The larger western 
portion (Stage 2) has a designed 4 million gallon capacity. It was designed by the Randolph 
County Soil and Water Conservation Service and built by the-· They have not tested 
their manure to analyze the nutrient content. 

The- Pork Farm has nine livestock buildings that have been used within the past year. 
Table 1 summarizes the animal capacity and manure handling practices associated with each 
building. Attachment 1 gives an aerial overview of the farm with the barns labeled for reference. 

Table 1 

> .. ··,· .· •. ·.· ..•. · .. ,! < ...... · .•. ·• .. :.· ..... •."·'·:'.:.:.:.•·•.·.·. •··.··.·.· .. ·.·.Nu .. m .... ·~.'e.·•.F.6t.·:,. ·• :• ••· ··.·· .. •·.•· .. :.·.·.·.· .. ··•.•··.····•·····•.·.•.·.·.· ... ·.· .. ·· .. ·.·•· -~.:·: :· ' ': '-~:_::':- ' ' ' J" ,_.·::,: : '· >':'> _:, ~' -::<. "' ·_.:.:._: '::::. ·:_ ',·:'.;.I::--- .:, •::,·:· <: ,.,:,'; ... . 
llllil~ing N~~e'• i .. ~llim>lls ~t t.illl~ ,. 1\(anll@Ha~dlifig \.; 

• •. \ .. > ·: ,, , . • ·~ , : · ·• · ;,, o(:insp~ctio'n, •· . ;, ,· ..... ·.·. · · :,;: < ." • .·. ,. '., ': 
Wisconsin 0 Under-building to 

exterior open pit 
Georgia 500 Deep below building pit 

Kentucky (Building 
Damaged in 2011) 

Tennessee 

0 

350 

N/A 

Deep below building pit 

Illinois 550 Shallow below building 
Missouri 1300 pit to solids settling basin 

~--~-------+------------~ Kansas 550 to manure storage ponds 

Colorado 720 

Texas 2400 Deep below building pit 

3 



Walkthrough of the Facility 
EPA began the walkthrough of the farm heading south from the machine shed. The first bam 
encountered is named "Wisconsin". Wisconsin is a nursery building with a capacity of380 
swine. It was empty on the date of the inspection. This building has a slotted floor that allows 
manure to run beneath and to an exterior manure pit. The exterior manure pit was full and had 
plant growth on the surface, but no signs of discharge were seen on the day of the inspection 

s 1 & 
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Photo 1. Facing 
northwest. Note 
exterior manure pit 
with vegetation 
covering most of 
top and the building 
named "Wisconsin" 
in the upper right 
comer. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:22 AM 

Photo 2. Facing 
northwest. Note 
exterior manure pit 
with vegetation 
covering most of 
top and the building 
named "Wisconsin" 
in the upper right 
comer. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:22 AM 
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The next building encountered, "Georgia" has a 500 animal capacity and an 8ft x 12ft x 120ft 
manure pit below the building. West, across the driveway, sat the foundation and remains of 
"Kentucky" which had the roof blown off in a storm. Kentucky was used as recently as the 
summer of2011; however, stated that they planned to find an alternative use for 
the concrete pads and would no longer be using the area for storing animals (Photos 3 and 4). 

5 

Photo 3. Facing 
West. The remains 
of Kentucky; no 
longer used as a 
livestock facility. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:26 AM 

Photo 4. Standing 
south of 
"Tennessee", 
facing northeast. 
The remains of 
Kentucky; no 
longer used as a 
livestock facility. 
Tennessee is 
visible to the right. 

Date/Time 
November 9, 2011 
10:29 AM 



EPA continued south to "Tennessee". This building has 8ft x 12ft x 100ft pit and a 350 animal 
capacity. The mortality bins, provided by Darling International, are located behind this building 
(Photo 5). Once filled, the bins are moved to a pickup location and Darling International is 
contacted. 

Photo 5. 
Facing south. 
Note mortality 
bins behind 
Tennessee. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 
201110:28 
AM 

Turning West, EPA walked around the conjoined "Illinois", "Missouri", "Kansas", and 
"Colorado" barns. They are collectively known as "Midwest" barns. These building have 
capacities of 550, 1100, 550, and 960 animals respectively. 
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Photo 6. Facing 
west along the 
Midwest 
buildings. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 
2011 10:30 AM 
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There is a two foot deep gravity flow pit beneath these buildings that flow to an exterior solids 
settling basin. This settling basin is located on the north side of the um1amed intermittent 
tributary that runs through the The effluent from the solids settling basin is pumped to 
the Stage 1 manure storage pond. stated that the settling basin was originally 
designed to use a submersible pump with an automatic on/off float and be pumped through PVC 
pipes running above the surface; however, after several pumps failed, this system was 
abandoned. An external pump and hose are now employed. The hose to which the pump is 
attached is removed and laid on the ground when the pump is needed elsewhere. A portion of 
the manure remaining in the hose after pumping had discharged onto the ground around the hose 
and a pathway of dead vegetation was evident from where the hose was laid on the ground, to the 
unnamed intermittent tributary (Photos 7 -12), which EPA inspectors observed at the time of the 
inspection. 
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Photo 7. Facing 
south behind the 
Midwest buildings. 
Manure solids 
settling basin. 
Manure storage 
ponds behind the 
basin. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:32 AM 



Hose used for 
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Photo 8. Facing 
east. Manure 
settling basin. PVC 
piping that is no 
longer used along 
with the hose that is 
cunently used to 
pump liquid to 
ponds. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:32AM 

Photo 9. Facing east 
on south side of 
manure settling basin. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:39 AM 



Photo 11 . Facing south. 
Hose used to transfer 
manure to pond and 
apparent discharge and 
pathway on ground. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
11 :57 AM 

9 

Photo 10. Facing 
west. Solids settling 
basin and hose used 
to pump liquid 
manure to ponds. 
Note vegetation burn 
out. 

Date/Time: 
November 09,2011 
10:34 AM 
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Photo 12. Facing 
north from south 
side of unnamed 
intermittent 
tributary. Note 
apparent discharge 
pathway to 
tributary. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
12:00 PM 

EPA continued the inspection by walking around the Stage 1 and Stage 2 manure 
The west and no1ihwestem be1ms of the Stage 2 pond had some woody growth. 
stated that they intended to add soil to the slopes of the pond to change the slope to a manageable 
and mow-able angle. EPA walked around both ponds. No depth markers were installed. 
The ponds were near capacity stated that they intended to begin pumping their 
manure storage ponds soon. A berm to the south of the Stage 1 pond directs the run-off coming 
from the field to the south toward the unnamed intem1ittent tributary running through the facility. 

stated that in the sUllliDer of 2011 some field run-off made it to the pond causing it 
to over top its banks. stated that the berm had been modified and that the field 
run-off could no longer enter the ponds. 

10 
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Photo 13. Facing 
west. Stage 1 of 
the manure storage 
ponds. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
10:47 AM 

Photo 14. Facing 
east. Stage 1 
manure storage 
pond from west 
side. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 201 1 
10:56 AM 
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Photo 15. Facing 
west. South side of 
Stage 2 manure 
storage pond. 

Date/Time: 
November 09,2011 
10:54 AM 

Photo 16. Facing 
west. North side of 
Stage 2 manure 
storage pond. 

Date/Time: 
November 09,2011 
11:01 AM 



EPA continued south to the "Texas" building. Texas is comprised offour sections each with an 
animal capacity of 600 swine. There is a 40ft x 488ft x 8 ft manure pit beneath Texas. EPA 
walked entirely around Texas. 

Photo 17. Facing west. 
North side ofT exas 
buildings. Note feed 
storage structures. 

Date/Time: 
November 09; 2011 
!1 :14 AM 

Photo 18. Facing west. South 
side of Texas buildings. Note 
pump used to evacuate manure 
from pit beneath building. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
11:18 AM 

13 
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Photo 19. Facing nmih. An 
access point for pumping manure 
from the pit on south side of 
Texas building. 

Date/Time: November 09,2011 
11:18 AM 

EPA returned to the settling basin and discussed · that samples were going to 
be taken and EPA offered to split the samples with him. declined. EPA took one 
sample, SOl, from the water in the unnamed intermittent tributary at the point where the effluent 
from the manure hose seemed to have previously entered. 
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Photo 20. SOl, at apparent 
confluence of manure 
pathway and unnamed 
intermittent tributary. 

Date/Time: 
November 09,2011 
12:01 PM 
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Photo 21 . Sample SO 1, 
"Sample Location" taken 
at apparent confluence of 
manure pathway and 
unnamed intermittent 
tributary. 

Date/Time: 
November 09, 2011 
12:00 PM 

Photo 22. Sample 
SOl 

Date/Time: 
November 09,2011 
12:00 PM 

EPA concluded the sampling and gave a closing conference to . During the closing 
conference, EPA provided the following compliance materials: 

• University of Illinois Extension' s Manure Share Program brochure 
• EPA' s CAFO Final Rulemaking- Fact Sheet 

15 
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Sample 
ID 

SOl 

BOI 

• NRCS EQIP program brochure 
• EPA's Small Business Resources Information Sheet 

EPA then created a field blank sample, BO 1, "Blank". EPA exited the facility at 
approximately 12:35 P.M. The fecal coliform sample was packed in ice and delivered to Joan 
Rogers who in tum delivered it to Tecklab Inc. and the holding time was met. The nutrient and 
general chemistry samples were packed on ice and mailed to the EPA Regional Laboratory in 
Chicago. Table 2. summarizes the sampling results 

Table 2. 
SAMPLING RESULTS 

Biochemical Total Nitrate- Ammonia Total 
Total Total 

Fecal Sample Description Oxygen Kjeldahl 
Nitrite N asN Phosphorus 

Dissolved Suspended 
Coliform (all liquid samples) Demand Nitrogen Solids Solids 

lm~/Ll lmofil 
(mg!L) (mg/L) (mg/L) 

lmo!Ll lmo!Ll 
(CFU/lOOml) 

Typical limits 0.1 * 15 .05 1000 

Solids Settling Area 41 8.53 42.1 4.36 1.46 1640 7 

Blank u u 0.08 0.05 u u u 
U = Not Detected 

The typical limits are for general use waters and this data comes from the Illinois Water 
Quality Standards (IEPA 2004) unless otherwise noted. There are no Water Quality 
Standards for Biochemical Oxygen Demand, Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Nitrate-Nitrite, and 
Total Suspended Solids but some limits are provided and are meant to be a benchmark for 
comparison only. 

* Maximum Nitrate-Nitrite amount for aquatic life (North Carolina State University Water 
Quality Group) 
**Although there are no effluent limits for CAFOs, from May to October the limit in Illinois for 
Fecal Coliform in a stream for general use is 200 count/! OOml. 

• The Fecal Coliform results were analyzed by Tecklab Inc., 9795 Route 20 East, Stockton, 
Illinois, 61085. 

• Ammonia Nitrogen, Total Phosphorus, Nitrate-Nitrite, Dissolved Solids (TDS), Total 
Suspended Solids (TSS), Total Kjeldalli Nitrogen (TKN), and Biochemical Oxygen 
Demand (BOD) were analyzed by the Region 5 Chicago Regional Laboratory. 

The- Pork Farm provided additional documentation via fax and email in December 
2011. Documents included copies of the soil tests performed on field application areas, 

Livestock Manager Certification, confirmation of contracting the 
T .. +·-' 0 ''+ Management Plan. 

EPA conformed to all biosecurity procedures including wearing disposable boots while on the 
site, leaving disposable boots at the site, and obtaining a vehicle wash after the inspections. 
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POTENTIAL VIOLATIONS 

According to Section 301(a) of the Clean Water Act, it is a violation to discharge pollutants fi·om 
a CAFO to waters ofthe United States without a permit. 
EPA observed these conditions that require attention: 

1. The exterior manure pit south of Wisconsin is full and was in need of 
emptying. 

2. The hose used to pump manure from the solids settling basin has leaked 
manure onto the ground and had discharged to the unnamed tributary. 

3. There was no depth marker located on the manure storage ponds. 
4. The lack of a Nuttient Management Plan or equivalent records showing 

compliance with the requirements of the agricultural storm water discharge 
exemption makes any run-off from land application fields subject to NPDES 
violations. 

Additionally, the following are recommended best management practices that should be 
considered for implementation. 
EPA observed these conditions that require attention: 

1. Vegetation around the berms was not mowed, so that owner/operator of the 
facility could make an adequate determination of the conditions of the berm. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

1. Aerial photograph ofth~ Pork Farm site with buildings, waterways, 
sample locations, and discharge pathways labeled. 

2. Copy Certified Livestock Manager Certificate. 

3. Laboratory analysis of samples taken at the -Pork Farm. 
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L.icefiset~'~nr; ~:s2?~;1: ---· 
T);pe: l,ysslhari 1.;(10{] · 

Date lssu~d: 6115/2010 
Date of Eiqliration: 3/Bf1013 

sTATE ai= ILLiNOIS 

DEPARTMENT -Of A.GRICULTI.,JRE 

CERTIFIED LIVESTOCK MiNAGEtt·CERTIPlCATE·:· .... ::.- ·_. .. . . ·. . . . ... :·' .. ~ . 
. ,-_ . . J: 

Thi!il is to cer.t,i.fy that the person whose nflllle appears on this cel'tif'LC.ate. has,:qom,plie~ ·Willi: 
Section 30 of ·the Jlliiwis Ltvestock Management·Facilities Act,_ 5~0 ILCS ·77/$0, ~<t/or·rn~$. .a,n!,l 
regglatiP'nS <~.dopted there under and is therefore certified as ::!. livestt:rck ·num.agem;eri.f mcilicy'·m~er,' 
Therefor-e· said persop_ i~ granted certification as specified herein until· t.he date of :e~ir-.il;ti,.ori ~'\'i.'liti'$s;:ii;fra 
until otherwise s~pended, revoked or m.o.difie~ as proVided in the f;l.cet ci,ted, ·- .. .. .. _ -,-: ; _,. __ 

. . . 

i. t ·. -r"ljf{.~ k~l'L · .. _ ..t 
~~~~Cfc(r 
Warr~nb. -Goetsoh, 'P:-E. . '· 
BU:re.au Chief, EfiVfr~ntiil. Pregrains 

'.·· 
·.· 

.. .,. •·: ... ·--~ . . 

-: ., ·:.: 

&...-d~:~:: :'~2· 
Bi-fu:l A.: Beaver., -:w;~e:t. ·. · -·-· ;:.:· •- ·· . ·-· · . ,-:---­
.Livestpc~ -M~&.e~I?--t fMilj,P.ie~ F!t:Ogr$ ·.. · 

:-·· ... ;_--:~· 
~'- . .:;;-~.: ···- '• . . . ' 

,:>, :o ,·• 1--· .... :· ., -
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Date: 

Slllject: 

From: 

To: 

UNITED STATESENVIRONMENfAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGIONS CHICAGO REGIONAL LABORATORY 

536 SOUlH <l.ARK SIREET 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS60605 

12Jil2011 

Review of Regmn5 Data fo- ld Pork 

Francis Aw:mya, Gro,., Leader 
RegionS Chio:ago Re~nal Laboratory 

Watrr Divisian, US EPA RopnS 
TT Wen Ja.:JaronBou1!olard 
Chio:ago, IL o0, 04 

~ dalabeing 1ransmil1!d undlr lhis covermeJM successfullypassedCRL's inlemal dala reviewpoc:edures as documented ill 
our cumnl QualilyMonogemenl Plan (QMP) and eppro!Rte Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs). Ple ... be aW!lle that CRL 
does not perform <hla validation which is based on :your data qualityobjectives. This function must be perfonned independently of 
1M labomtotygenerating 1M <hla. 

Results ill this repott Te)'U'Orent only the ,..mples analyzed. 

Pleare have 1M U.S. EPA Project Mal\8gel10fllm coil the CRL Sample Cooroinator at (312) 353-03'15 for any comments or 
ques tions. 

AttuW veResulU for: - Pork 

Data Mmagemen! Cootdinatcnnd Dale Receivtd 

Dale Trensmilled: __ 1 __ 1 __ 

An~ ill<llllled in this report: 

BOD 

Page I of4 
Report Name: 1111006FINALDac 0711 0909 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)W~vrDivisiatl, US EPAR.egion5 

77 Wts t Jocltson BOJlevw 
C!Uc.o:o n., 6Jiil4 

GenerallnfonnatiDn 

Envirorurental Protection ~oency Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
~36 South Clark Street, Chic~o. IL 60605 

Phone:(312)3m370 Fax:(312)886-2J.ll 

Ploject 

ProjectNumbor. OIBA:<Dll 
ProjtctM"""'r. Cre.ylB1udett 

ANALYSIS CASE NARRATIVE 
Phone (312)886-3682 
Francis A. Awanya 

Two (2) water samples, collected for theabove project, were received at the Chicago Regional Laboratocy 
(CRL) on 11/101201 1. Other pertinent infonnation regardingthose samples is provided in the final analysis report. 

Samples were checked out for BOD analysis from the CRL sample custodian on 11/10/2011 and analysis 
began the same day. Analysis was completed within the holding time. 

Sample Analysis and Results 

Samples were analyzed for BOD using CRL Standard Operating Procedure (CRL.SOP) AIG006 Revision 
No. 3.3 (Methodreference SM 52 lOB ). 

Quality Control 

All required quality control criteria for the laboratory, method, and system performance audits were 
evaluated and detetmined to be within the CRL' s QC limits. Exceptions are as follows. 

G/ucose/Glu1amic Acid (GGA) c me~ : Recovecy for one of two GGA check standards, 251.5 mgiL (126% ), 
exceeded the limit of200 ± 37 mgiL (81.5-118.5%). This could indicate high bias. Sample results are flagged 'K' 
for estimated and possible high bias. The impact on data is not si@)lificant The second GG A check(recovery 234.5 
mgiL) and all other QC audit results were within the limits. 

O.Cygen depletions: Oxygen depletions for dilutions of field blank sample 111 1006-02 were tess than 2 mg/L. 
There is noB OD in the field blank. 

Signature ____ . _______ __ _, Date 

Franc is A """'JI". Group Leader Page2 of4 
R.ep>rt Nome: 1111006FINAL Clx: 0711 0909 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)Water Dil'ioiOl'l, US EPA Region 5 

71 Weot Jacbon Bo.ilevard 
Chimgo II., EOBJ4 

B-01 

Environnental Protection Agency Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605 

Phone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(312)886-25} 1 

Ploj.;;:t: k 
Prc6edN\lnlber. OlBAJJll 

ProjectMamger. CheJYlBiurlcit 

ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR S!\.MPLES 

ll1100S-Ol 

llllODS-(]'2 Waller 

BOD, 5 day, SM 5210 B (modified) 

Nov-CG'-1112:00 Nov-10-1110:::0 

Nov-C&-1112:00 Nov-10-1110:3:1 

U S EPA Region 5 Chicago Regional Lab oratocy 
S-Ull,llllOOI>-01) wae Siuq!W= Nov-89-1112:00 Receiv..J-= No..-10-1110=30 

I<!DL 

'" K '·' 

Fr&liC.isAwanya, Group Leader 

Lint 

" 

Lint 

'" 

BlllOlO No:r-10-11 NOII-10-11 

Dilit:im B'll.dl ~II~d ilml';:led 

BlllOlO No:r-10-11 Nw-10-11 

Page3of4 
Re}X>rtN-arne: 1111006 FINAL The 0/11 0909 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)Wa.t.rDiwion, US EPA RegionS 

77 Wos thck>onBOJ!evard 
Chic.>j;o n., flla:J4 

Envirorumntal Protection Agl!ru:y Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
536 South Clark Street, Chicsgo, IL 60605 

Phone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(312)886-2.$11 

Plojoct:~ k 
Project Number. OIBA20 11 

Project Mam;;er. Cho>yl Bludett 

Notes and DeimitioJIS 

Jkp..W: 

O.c-07-11 Oil :00 

K Th i&lllifica.tianaftb> amlyte is «:ceptable;the reporled valuermybe biased li;h. The ootual'l'>he is expoclod to be less INn 
the report.d ... lu .. 

U NotDet.ct.d 

NR Not Rep:,ted 

F:rencis Awanya, Group Leader Page 4of4 
Re;:or!Name: 1111006FINAL D>c 0711 0909 



LalJNumber 

1111006-01 

B111010-BS1 

Aruoly.U 

BOD 

BOD 

BOD 

BOD 

Items for Project :Manager Review 

(Water) 

(Water) 

Biochemical Oxygen Demand 

Biochemical Oxygen Demand 

DoflmU Report (not modified) 

VERSION 6.08:2014 

Result calculations based on :MDL 

Speda!Units: (mg>L) 

K: The identification of the Elllelyte isll<'coptab!e; the 
reported Vlliuemaybebiasedhlgh. Theaclua!value is 
e>:peded to be less !ball !he reported value. 

Exoeecl; uppot"con"lrollimit 



1111006-01 
BOD 

1111006-02 
BOD 

Sample, Log and EA1raction Comments 

pH=7 
pH=7 

pH=7 
pH=7 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

UNITED !ITATESENVIRONMENfAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGIONS ClllCAGOREGIONALLABORATORY 

536 OOUlH <l.ARK STREET 

ClHCAGO, n.LJNOIS6860S 

Da1e: 12114J20ll 

Sill jed: 

From: La11r0noe Wo~ Analyst 
RegionS CMra;o RerJonalLaboratory 

To: Water Division, US EPA RegionS 
77 West Jul!lon Boullward 
Chil:llgQ, lL 60604 

The data being lrllnsmitted wu:lor1his cover memo successfullyp!9ledCRL'sintemal data review!""'Cedllltsas documented in 
our current Quality Management I'lan(QMP) and appropriato Stand4rd Operating Pm::edures (SOPs). Please bo aware tha!CRL 
does not perfonn data validation which is based on JOur data qU8lityobjectives. This foru:tion must be plrfooned indeplndentlyof 
the W>oraloryge:nerating the d!.ta. 

Results in this replrt represent only the samples analyzed. 

Please llave the U.S. EPA Project ManageliOfficer call the CRLSample Cooldinator at (312) 353-0375 for any comments or 
questions . 

Date Transmitted: __ 1 __ 1 __ 

Analys .. lndlllled in tiUJ report: 

Solids, TDS 

Page 1 of4 
ReplrtName: llll006FINALDec 14ll1721 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Environmmtal Protection Agency Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory dJ LABORATORY 
ACCREDITATION 
BUREAU 
ACCR£0/TED/SOIIEC 11025 536 South Clark Street, Chlcogo, !L 60605 

l'llone:(312)353.8310 Fax:(312)886-23.>1 Certif..cate :ii l.22ao Tes'ting 

W~t.rDi.Uiotl, US EPAR.gjon5 
77W.,thcloonBC>Jlevard 

Chic.ago IL, &l!lJ4 

Ge:nerallnfunnaom 

Plcje<:l:~k 
~edNumbe~ OIBA:JJll 

. ~ootM>mgt!r. ~-!Bu.dett 

ANALYSIS CASE NARRATIVE 
AnalystPhonenumber: 312-353-8418 

Two (2) s;mples were received on November 15, 2011 llllder Work Order 111111006 for Total Dissolved Solids (IDS) analysis. The 
sample preparation and analy.ois began on November 15, 2011 andendedon Ncrvember 18,2011. The sample holdillg time was met. 

Samp]., Amlyois and R eailis 

Jlo1criod: 
J:\!o-14-11 1?:27 

Sample preparation, slandards and analy.ois followed testing procedure CRL SOP AIGOI7, Revision No.4.4 (Standard Methods 2540 C). 

Quality Control 

All quality control (QC) audits follo""d CRL guidelines. The required quality control criteria for the labora!ory, method, and sy.otem 
performance audits ""re eva!Uille d and determined to be within the CRL's QC limits. 

Signature - - - - -------------• Date _ _____ _ 

Laurence Wong, Analy.ot Page 2 of4 
ReportName: 1111006FJNALThc 14111727 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)WalerDivision, US EPAR.gion5 

77 w .. tJ•doonB<>.U.v..d 
C!Uo.go IL, fll~ 

s.,.pm 

S~1 

B-01 

E:nvironmmtal Protsction Agency Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
536 South Ckrk Street, Chicego, IL 60605 

Phone:(312)35~370 Fu:(312)886-2591 

Px>joct: - Pork 
ProjectNurribtr. OIBA<Dil 
ProjtciMUIO(I r. Ch.,y1Buldett 

ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR &\MPLES 

~m lololrix 

l lll00&-01 W.a.t.e:r 

111100&-02 Water 

Dissolved Solids, SM 2540C (zoodified) 

US EPA Region 5 Chicago Regional Laboratory 

llq...W: 

Doc-14-1117:21 

D.to Su1qitd D.tolto<.a..l 

Nov-Cll-11 12:00 No.-1().1110:3:1 

NOI'-C9-11 1.2:00 No .... IG-11 10:3J 

SOl (111~1) Wit.~ s-..w: Nov-O'-1112:00 &.:,,,.,_, Nov-18-11 10.30 

I~ Fi>{;$ 1 
Rt~ Qldias MDL 

IcrialiM .. hdSolillo 1,18 20.0 

B-01 (llllODI>-O:Z) ,,.., ~lod.:N.,..-18-111201 &.:•o4: Nov-IG-1110:30 

I~ FlA!;<I 
Rt~ Qu>li!iw ~IDL 

IcrialiM .. kclSolillo u 200 

La~mnce Wong. Analyst 

Lioi Unis 

20.0 mg/1. 

Lloi Unis 

lO.O l>g/1. 

Dilnm B>l<h inportd ~d 

Blll019 - - LS-11 N""· IS.ll 

Dihtim Bouh 11-tpllrtd ~d 

BI IIOI9 Na1-l5-1J N .. · B·ll 

Page3of4 
RepJrtNeme: 1111006FINALDec 14 111727 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)Wator Divisial, US EPA Rogi.on5 

77 We>tJ.clc>onBOJ!ovw 
Chicago ll.,&lf04 

U Not Det.cted 

NR Not Roporled 

Laurence Wong, Analyst 

Envirorunmial Protection Agency RegionS 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605 

Phone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(312)886-2:;!}1 

P..oje::~iPc.:k 
ProjoctNumber. OlBAJ:lll 

Proj<c!M~r. Ch01yl&ndett 

Notes and Dd"lllitions 

llop.n..J.: 

Deo-14-11 17:27 

Page 4of4 
Rep:ut Nome: 1111006 FINAL Dr:c 1411 1727 



Items for Project Manager Review 

LabNumbel' Analph .... ,.. Exception 

Default Report (not modifted) 

VERSION 6.(1&:2014 

Solido, 1DS (Water) Rerult calrular:ion• based on MDL 

Solido, 1DS (Wide.-) Specia!Unito: (mgiL) 



1111006-01 
Solids, TDS 

1111006-02 
Solids, TDS 

Sample, Log and Extraction Comments 

pH=7 
pH=7 

pH=7 
pH=7 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

UNITED SfATESENVIRONMENrAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGIONS CIDCAGOREGIONALLABORAIDRY 

536 SOUTII CLARK SI'REET 

CIDCAGO, H.LINOIS60605 

Date: 1211412011 

Sd>ject: 

From: La111'e:ro:e Wo~ Analyst 
RegmnS Chicago ReglonolLaboJatory 

To: Water Divisim, US EPA Recion S 
77 Wen Jad,.o•Boulovarcl 
Chicago, n. U604 

The dala being lransmitled und>r this cover memo successfullyfMled CRL's internal dala review procedures as documented in 
our current Quality Management Plan (QMP) and appropiate Stm:lord Opera~ Pro::edures (SCI's). Plea£!> be awm that CRL 
does not perform ili!a validation which isbesedon }'Out data qwityobjectives. This fimcticnrnust be :perfonroed illdependtntlyof 
the Joboratorygenerating the ilita. 

Results in this repnt reprerent only the sotmples analyzed. 

Please have the U.S. EPA Project ManageliOfficer coli the CRL Sample Coordinator at (312) 353-0375 for any comments or 
questions. 

AttuW are ResultJ for: - Pork 

Dota Mmagewm Coominator and Dote Received 

Dale Trensrnitted: __ 1 __ 1 __ 

Analyset iDdllll..t. in 1his repart: 

Solids, TSS 

Page 1 of4 
ReportNarne: 1111006F!NALDec 14111818 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)W~t.rDivisi<m, US EPARe~n5 
77W .. tJackoonB<>llov..d 
C!Uoa,<:oR.,!DIDI 

Generallnformamn 

Environmmtal Protection A,aeru:y Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
536 SouthCiarkSt:reet,Ciricago, IL60605 

Phone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(31 2)886-2J.>1 

P>Dj«t~Po.k 
ProjectNurnber. OIBA:Jlll 
Projeo!Milm&<r. CJ.,y1B"'dett 

ANALYSIS CASE NARRATIVE 
AnalystPhonenumber: 312-353-8418 

Two (2) samples under Work Older Hllll 006 were received on Nwember 10, 2011 for Total sus..,nded Solids (TS S) anal )"Sis. The 
sample rernP'Illlwe at the receivmg time was 0.2"C, within the acceptable limit of6.0"C. The sample prepan;tion and analy.lis were 
rerforrned on Nwember 15, 20111o Nwember 17, 2011. The sample holding time limit was met. 

Somp le Analysis and Rernlts 

The sample prereration and analysis follow~d resting pocedure CRL SOP AIG018, Rovision No: 3.5 (Standard Iv!ethods 2540 D). 

Quality Control 

All quality control (QC) audits fol!oWI!d CRL guidelines. The required quality control criteria for the labora1ory, method, and sy.;tem 
P'rfonnance audi1s were evaluared and dererrnined 1o be within the CRL's QC limits. 

Signature---------------~ Date. ______ _ 

lleporiol.: 

Deo-14-1118:18 

Laurence Wong. Anal]!St Page 2 of4 
Rop:ntName: 1111006FINALDec 14111818 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)W~~tDivisiol'J, US EPA RegionS 
17 We~-tJad:sonBOJ!,;,val'i 

Chicago IL, 63€04 

S-Ol 

B-01 

Envirollli£ntal Protection Agency Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 
536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605 

Phone:(312)353-8370 Fax: (312)886-25;11 

Plojo:ct: k 
Projeo;:tNWIJhe:r: OIBA2Jll 

ProjedM~r. Chuyl&.ndclt 

ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR SllMPLES 

llllOOS-01 Water 

llll005-02 

Total Swpended Solids, SM :2540 D (tmdif":ted) 

U S EPA Region 5 Chicago Regional Laboratory 

Bepcrifd: 

Dec-14-lll8:13 

N=-IN-ll12:00 Nov-10-lll0:3J 

l.J~J~tC9-lll2:00 Nov-10-lll0:3J 

S-O I (llliOIIIi-OI) \The San(~ lad; Nrv.tl9-ll 11:00 ~..Well.: Nov-IO-lll0:30 

1-
_, 

"'"" Qu;llifim I;IDL 

Tmal Suop.rn...I Sulds 

B.Ol (llllOOft.-112)\mH Sant~W.:Nov-09-lltt:OJ ~area. Nw-ID-III0:30 

1-
_, 

"'"" """= I;IDL 

T d s.q,.rn..a S..:ils u 

Laureru::e Wong, Analyst 

Lilli ""' 
ogll 

Lint. """ 
•giL 

Dil:l!:im '""' ~!!~d """"' BlllO:D Nar-15-ll HOII-15-11 

Dilit:bJ.t '""' ~!!~d """"' BlllOll No:r-15-11 NOII-15-11 

Page 3 of 4 
Re}"OrtName: 1111006FINALThc 14111818 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Envirorunmtal Protettion Agency Region 5 

Chicago Regional Laboratory 

Wa!er Diruim, US EPA RegionS 
77 We; t Jad<>on BaJ!.ev.rd 
C!Uoago IT., &l!DI 

536 South Clark Street, Chicago,IL 60605 
Fhone:(312)353-8310 Fax:(312)886-2J}! 

l'loj"' k 
Projec!Number. OIBA;JJ!l 

Projec!Mamger. ChoJ.Yifuldett 

Notes and Delmitions 

~ 11Us QualityCcmlrol neasuro rreets tho :tequire""m of !he CRL SOP fur this analyte. 

U Not De!ecled 

NR NotRep:>rled 

Laure""" Wong, Analyst 

~art..!: 

Dec-14-1118:18 

Page 4of4 
RefXlliName: 1111006FIN.".LThc 14111818 



LabNnmber 

BI11020..SRM1 

So~d!l, TSS 

So~d!l, TSS 

Items for Project Manager Review 

Analyte 

(W;ter) 

Tot.! Suspended Solid• 

Ex<eytlon 

Dofuuk Rq:wrt (not modified) 

VERSION 6.08:2014 

Speda!Units: (rngiL) 

~:This Quality COlltrol me=rernod• the «<juiremonl.!! 
oflht CRL SOP IN this analyte. 



1111006-01 
Solids, TSS 

1111006-02 
Solids, TSS 

Sample, Log and Extraction Comments 

pH=7 
pH=7 

pH=7 
pH=7 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

http://www.teklabinc.com/ 

November 16, 2011 

Joan Rogers 
USEP A Region 5 
77 West Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 
TEL: (312) 886-1463 
FAX: 

RE: ••• PorkOIBA2011 

Dear .Joan Rogers: 

WorkOrder: 11110463 

TEKLAB, INC received l sample on 11/9/2011 3:28:00 PM for the analysis presented in the 
fo llowing report. 

Samples are analyzed on an as received basis unless otherwise requested and documented. The 
sample results contained in this report relate only to the requested analytes o f interest as 
directed on the chain of custody. NELAP accredited fields of testing are indicated by the letters 
NELAP under the Certification column. All tests are performed in the Collinsville, IL 
laboratory unless otherwise noted in the Case NaJTative. 

All quality control criteria app licable to the test methods employed for this project have been 
satisfactorily met and are in accordance with NELAP except where noted. The following report 
shall not be reproduced, except in full, without the wrinen approval ofTeklab, Inc. 

If you have any questions regarding these tests results, please fee l free to call. 

Sincerely, 

Shelly A. Hennessy 
Project Manager 

(618)344-1 004 ex 36 

Sl-lennessy@teklabinc.com 

Page 1 of 9 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Client: USEPARegion 5 

Client Project Pork 01 BA2011 

Tbisrl!lorling package iru:ludes 1he folliwing: 

Cover Letter 

Report Contents 

Definitions 

Case Narrative 

Laboratory Results 

Sample Summary 

Dates Report 

Qualfty Cot1rol Results 

Receiving Check List 

Chain of Custody 

Report Contents 

Appended 

http:llwww.teklablnc.coml 

Work Order: 1111 0463 

Rq>ortDate: 16-Nov-11 

Page 2 of9 



FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Client: USEPA Reg ion 5 

Client Project: - Pork 01 BA20 11 

Ab br Definition 

Definitions 
http://www.teklablnc.com/ 

Work Order: 1111 0463 

R<t~ortDate: 16-Nov-11 

CCV Continuing calibration veriication is a check of a standard to determine the state of calibration of an imtrument betVYeen recalibration. 

DF Dilution factor is the dilution performed during analysis only and does not take into acrount any dlulions made during sample preparation. The 
reported result is 1inal and includes all diutions factors. 

DNI Did not ign~e 

DUP Laboratory duplicate is an atiquot of a sample laken tom the same container under laboratory conditions lor independent processing and analysis 
independently of the original aiquot. • 

IC V ln~ial calibration veri ication is a checlc of a standard to determine the state of caflbration of an inwument before sam pie analysis is iritiated. 

IDP H ll Dept. of Pubi c Healh 

LCS l aboratory control sample, spiked Wth w riied knDWl '"'"'"rts ofanal)les, is analyzed e><actly like a sanple to establish intra~aboratory or analyst 
speci&cprecision and bias or t o assess the performance of al or a portion of the measu'ement syaem. The acceptable recovery range is in the QC 
Package (provided '4'0" reques~ 

LCSD Laboratory control sample do.4>icate is a replicate laboratory control sample thai is prepared and analyzed in order to determine the precision ol the 
approved tes method. The accef'1able recovery range is listed in the OC Package (pro,;ded upon request). 

MB Method blanlc is a san pie of a matrix simiarto the batch of associated sample (W>en available)that is ree rom the anal)les of interest and is 
processed simultaneously wth and under the same conditions as sam pies through all steps of the anal )'tical procedures, and in W>ich no t arget 
anal)les or interferences should present at concentrations that in pad the anaf)lical results lor sample analyses. 

MDL Method detedion liml means the minimum concentration of a subslance that can be measured and reported v.ith 99% ronl dencethat the ana lyle 
concantration is greater than zero and is determined rom analyss ola sample in a fjven matrix type ccntaililg the analyte. 

MS Matrix spike is an aliquot of matri x forti led (spiked) Wlh knoWI quantities of specific anal)les that is .ubjected to the entire analytical procedures in 
order to determine the effect of the matrix en an approved test method'srerovery system . The acceptable recovery range is i sted in the QC Package 
(provided upon request). 

I~SD Matrix spike duplicate means a replicate matrixspike that is prepared and analyzed in order to detelTT1ine the precision oft he approved test method. 
The acceptable rerovery range is ised in the QC Package (provided upon request). 

MW Molecular ~<eight 

NO Not Detected at the Reporting Limit 

NE LAP NE LAP Accredaed 

POL Practical quantitation imit means the lo-..est lew I that can be rei ably achieved wthin 'l>•cified I mils of precision and acwracy during routine 
laboratory operation conditions. The acceptable rerovery range is ised in the QC Package (provided upon request). 

RL The reporting lim it the l"""'s levelthat the data is cisplayed in the final report . The reporting I mit may vary according to cuslomer request or sample 
dikltion. The reporting lim I may not be lessthan the MDL. 

RPD Relative percent dill•"ence is a calctlated diflerence bet-..eeo tv.o reroveries ~·- MSIM SD ~ The acceptable rerovery limit islised in the QC Package 
(provided upon request). 

SPK The spike is a kllD'Ml mass oftarget anaf)le added to a blanlc SOO!ple or sulrsample; used to determine recovery dek:iency or for other quat~y control 
purposes. 

Surr S...-ogates are ccmpoundsv.hic:h are smiar to the anal)'tes otirterest in chemical comp~ion and behavior in the analytical process, biJ v.hidh are 
not normal y found in envirorwnental SOO!ples. 

TNTC Too numerous to ro~t( > 200 CFU ) 

# - UnknoWl hydrocarbon 

E - Value above quanthtion range 

J - Ana lyle detected below quantitation limits 

NO - Not Detected at the Report ing Lim it 

S • Spike Rerovery outs de recovery tim its 

Qualifiers 
B - Ana lyle detected i1 associated Method Blank 

H - Holding times exceeded 

M - Manual Integration used to determine area response 

R • RPD outside accepted rerowrylimits 

X • Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level 

Page 3 of9 



on (b) (6)

Client: US EPA Region 5 

Client Project: i Pork 01 BA20 11 

Cooler Receipt Temp: 8.8 oc 

Col.lin>villo 

Address 5445 Hone• roe L.Xe Road 

Colliruville,!L 62234-7425 

· Phone (618) 314-1004 

Fax (618) 314-1005 

Email jhriley@teklabinc.com 

State D<i>l 

Ltlinois !EPA 

Kamat KDHE 

Loui1iana LDEQ 

Loui1iana LDEQ 

Adcamas ADEQ 

Illinois IDPH 

Kofibcky US! 
MiuouJi M DNR 

Oklabonll O DEQ 

Case Narrative 

Locations and Accreditations 

~rillgfield 

Address 3920Pinlai!Dr 

s pnl§fleld, IL 62111-9415 

Phone (211) 698-1004 

F;oc (217) 698-1005 

Email kmcclait@tU!abinc,com 

Cer1 # NELAP 

100226 NELAP 

E-10314 NELAP 

166493 NELAP 

166578 NELAP 

8&-0966 

11584 

0013 

00930 

9978 

Address 

Phone 
Fu 
Email 

Exp Date 

113U~12 

113U~l2 

613(!1~12 

613Qf2012 

3114'2012 

4f.lQI2012 

51261~12 

4/131~13 

Bf.lU~12 

http:llwww .teklabinc.c om/ 

Work On:ler: 1111 0463 

R.,ortDate: 16-Nov-11 

Kansas Cily 

8421 Nieman Rc:wl 

Lenex a. KS 66214 

(913) 541-199a 

(913) 541-1998 

dlhompson@teklabin:.com 

Lab 

Collinsville 

Collinsville 

Collinsville 

Springfreld 

Collinsville 

Collinsville 

Collinsvill< 

Collinlville 

Collinlville 

Page 4 of9 
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FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Laboratory Results 

Client: USEPA Region 5 

Client Projec:t Pork 01BA201 1 

Lab ID: 11 110463-001 

Matrix: WASTEWATER 

Analyses Certification RL Qual 

STANDARD METHODS 18TH ED. 9222 D MEMBRANE FILTER 
F eca1 Coilorm 1000 

http://www.teklabinc.com/ 

Work Order. 1 11 10463 

Report Date: 1 6--N ov-1 1 

Client Sample ID: Brezinski 

Collect ion Date: 11/09/2011 12:00 

Result Units DF Date Analyzed Batch 

30000 C FUll OOm I 1 000 111091201116:50 R156707 
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FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Sample Summary 

Client: USEPARegion5 

Client Project: - Pork 01BA2011 

Lab Sample ID Client Sample ID 

111104 63-ool - Matrix 

Waste Water 

http://www.teklabinc.com/ 

Work Order: 11 1 10463 

REport Date: 16-Nov-1 1 

Fractions Collec1ion Date 

11109/2011 12:00 
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FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Client: USEPARegion 5 

Client Project: - Pork 01 BA20 11 

SemploiD ClimtSamploiD 

Test Name 

1111046J-001A Btlllimki 

S-aid Methx!r 18th Ed. 9212 D Menlbr.u-o FIDer 

Dates Report 

Collocti>J\Dat. 

1111)91:;!)1112:00 

http://\v~w' .teklabln c.c om/ 

Work Onler: 11110463 

Rq>ortDate: 16-Nov-1 1 

1U912011 3:28:00 PM 

11.QII2011 16:50 
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FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Quality Control Results 

Client: USEPA Region 5 

Client Project: - Pork 01BA201 1 

STANDARD METHODS 18TH ED.9222 D MEMBRANE FILTER 
Batch R156TOT Soll"f'lYP'" MBlK Units CFUI100rrl 
SampiD: MB-R156707 

Analyses RL Qual Result Spike SPK Rat Val %REC 

Fecal c olitotm < 1 

http:/lwww.tek lablnc .c oml 

Work Order: 111 10463 

R<11 ort Date: 16-N ov-11 

Lowlimit High limit 
Date 

Analy21ld 

111119 /20 11 
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FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

Client: USEPA Region 5 

Client Project: - Pork 01 BA201 1 

Cnrrit'r: Joan Rogers 

Complrlrd by: 

Receiving Check List 

Jtt\'itWtd by: 

http://www.teklabinc.com/ 

Work Order: 1111 0463 

Report Date: 16-Nov-11 

On: 

09·Nov-1 1 
Brenda S. Johnson 

On: 

10·Nov-11 
Shelly A. Hennessy 

l"':!gi:S to follow: Chain of custody c::::I::J 
Shipping container/cooler in good condition? 

Type of thermal preservation? 
Chain of custody present? 

Chain of custody signed when refinquished and received? 

Chain of custody agrees with sample labels? 

Samples In proper conlainerlbotlle? 

Sample containers intact? 
Sutrocienl sample volume for indicated test? 

All samples received within holding time? 

Reported field parameters measured: 

ContainerfTemp Blank temperature in compliance? 

Extra pages included CD 
Yes "' No 

None Ice "{_ 
Yes "' No 
Yes "' No 

Yes "' No 

Yes y No 

Yes "' No ~ 

Yes !L No 

Yes "' No 

Field Lab 

Yes "' No 

11Mlen thermal preservation is required, samples are compliant with a temperature between 
0. 1'C- 6.0'C, or when samples are received on Ice the same day as collected. 

Water - at least one vial per sample has zero headspace? Ye• ---N"o-r' ']~ 

Water- TOX containers have zero headspaoe? Yes No J 
Water • pH acceptable upon receipt? Yes :,.,, No ..J 

Not Present 

Blue Ice 

NA "' 

NoVOA vials r., 
No TOX containers "' 

Any No responses must be detailed below or on lhe COC. 

Temp'C 8.8 
Dry Ice 
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